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ASECOND. 


LETTER 


To Mr. G. 


STR 
FOU may wonder that I continue my Ap-- 

promnes to your ſelf, when two Gentlemen, . 
ve appeared in Print fo lately for: You ; 

but the Character they give. of You is fo extraor- 
dinary ,. that I have no mind to change my man; 
and therefore hope. you will at aſt generouſly under- 


take the Defence of your own Cauſe. The Authour: 
of the firſt Letter, ſaith, T hoſe that know You. better 


think there is not an honefter. Max in the Nation, and' 


that if you have wronged me it is the firſt wrong you: 
ever did in your Life. 1am afraid ſome will ſuſpe& your- 
Friend was not in earneſt when he wrote this ;. and: 
that it rather looks like libelling zhe Nation than com-- 
mending You. But becauſe it is ſo rare a thing to: 
meet. with a Perſon fet forth with ſuch Advantage ;; 
you. cannot blame. me for deſiring to- hold a Corre-- 
ſpondence with You in the way of Letters: Forr all 
Mer. M's Arguments for Ferbal. Conferences: have: not: 

| As: 2. prevailed i 
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prevailed upon me; and therefore I proceed in Wri- 
ting another Letter to You, looking on this Way as 
much freer from ſudden heats and ſurpriſes, more 
cautious and deliberate, and leſs liable to Cavils and 
Miſrepreſentations, And methinksthe Account Mr. 2M. 
gives of our Conference; conſutes all his Arguments; 
unleſs they be better managed in Coffee-hoxfes and other 
places, z. e., with more Temper and Fairnets than he 
repreſents ours to have been. T 
_. The Truth is, the Experience I have had of the 
Diſingenuity both in. and after them harh'made-me 
not very fond of. them. But it may be Yerbal Confe- 
rences are moſt agreeable 'to Oral Tradition ; 'but we 
who prefer a Written Rule as far more certain, ra- 
ther chuſe to publiſh in Writing the Senſe of our 
Minds, than leave it to the arbitrary Repreſenting of 

others Words. ee 3g | HEE 
Which I had ſuffered ſo much'by, that I'was forced 
for my own Vindication to betake my ſelf! to Wri- 
ting a former Letter to you', ' wherein. I complained 
_ of the Injury done re, by falls ahd> iniptbfdtE Copies 
of our Conference diſferfed by "yon. ' If 7hat! were 
the firſt wrong you' ever did in” your Life,” T am very 
forry you ſhould begin with me. For after all that 
your Friends have faid for” you I anr ſtill of the ſame 
Opinion. And in this Letter ſhall more "fully "give 
my NR. = oO LW 
But I hope you are not now one hundred and fifty 
Miles off, leſt I be told again that 7 rake advantage of 
your great Diſtance, as though T'darft' not write*ts 
you at a. leſs.diſtance than berween' L. and Eh: But 
in caſe you were there ſtill, an T the lefs mnjnred by 
your going ſo far? or leſs obliged to vindicate myſelf 
among thoke who had been” abuſed *by filſe Reports 
and Copies of the Conference?» 
. | Pfr I now_ 


F now #pply my felf to what Mr. M. hath faid for 
you in An{wer to my former Letter. 

Mr. M. faith p.5. yowwere far from making great Boaſts 
of a Vidtory after the Conference. Muſt I rely on Mr. M.'s 
Authority, againſt the Infallibility of Oral Tradition? 
The matter of fat was deliver'd to me from ſeveral 
Perſons who themlelves heard you, and in ſeveral Plha- 
ces. What mult I now believe according to your /+- 
fallible Rule of Oral Tradition > Here are ſeveral Wit- 
neſies of unqueſtionable Credit, who had it (not by a 
long ſeries from Father to Sox, but) immediately from 
your own Mouth ; who could not eaftly forget what they 
heard you ſay, and would not out of matice alter it, and 
yet your own Advocate declares exprefly contrary to 
them, and thinks I am bound to believe his Teſtimo- 
ny againſt them all. I pray, Sir, conſider what a re- 
| flexion this is upon you? Rule, and what little ſecurity 
we can have tor our Faith then, by Oral Tradition. 
If fo: many Perſons who were competemt Judges of 
what they heard' themſelves, and whoſe Teſtimony I 
had no reaſon tagſuſpe&t, could fo ſtrangely deceive 
me, at ſo kittle a diſtance, what Infallibility can you 


prerend in bare Tradition of matters of Faith, when 


the things themſelves are fo much harder to conceive 
and deliver entire, and the diſtance fo very much grea- 
ter? Either therefore you muſt renounce your Advo- 
cate if you hold to the Infallibility of Ora! Tradition ; 
or if you hold to Mr. H. you muſt renounce your Rule 
of Faith. 

Mer. 1. ſeems to deny the charge of your giving out 
falſe and imperfett Copies of the Conference. But that 
whiely | charged you chiefly with, was from one that 
was received jrom your own hands; and the reſt I faw 
atterwards agreed with it. And yet Mr. M. cannot 


deny thar the Copies given out contained /ame and un- 
B finiſhed 
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finiſhed Diſcourſes p. 5. that the Noiſe and Wrangling 
might hinder the Writers from being ſo exad, p. 1s. 
that we parted in ſo great a hurry, that thoſe- things 
which were ſpoken were not written, nor ſome, perhaps, 
of what was written ſo nicely exatt, QC. p. 19. that 
in the latter part of this Diſpute things were not ſet 
down ſo exaltly as they ought to have been, \bid. that 
the Diſputations of the Conference are lame and imper- 
fed, p.25. Theſe being the words of your own Ad- 
vocate, had I not juſt cauſe to complain that ſuch 
Copies ſhould be diſperſed abroad, as a true Account of 
the Conference between us; whereas himſelf confeſſes 
them to have been ſo lame and imperfect 2 And yet theſe 
weregivenabout with great induſtry and care,as though 
an entire Account of what paſſed at the Conference, 
were contained in them ; and few days paſſed, but I 
heard great Boaſts were made of this Conference, and 

ſome Bd that they had it under my hand that I was baffled. 

I think therefore, I had reaſon to complain, of 
zmperfett Copies, ſince Mr. M. confeſſes they were 
no better. But this is not all, fog had ſaid the Co- 
pies I had ſeen were falſe as well as 7wperfet?. 

To make out this charge I muſt inſiſt on ſome par- 
ticulars, as they are in that Copy, which was given 
by your ſelf. | | 

When Mr. 7. declared himfelf ſatisfied as to the 
Grounds of Faith, without the Roman Churches Infal- 

 libility, which-Was the true ſtate;of the Queſtion de- 
bated in the firſt part (of which more by and by.) 
He deſired to know for his'own ſatisfaftion, ZZow you 
would prove the Church of Rome to be infafible > This 
in your Copy is faid to be put by me. And leſt this 
might be thought a mere caſual miſtake, I am certain- 
ly informed that Mr. . told a Gentleman to. whom 
he gave a Copy, that I propoſed the Queſtion _ 
| tne 
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the Church of Romes Infallibility ( as though I did it 


on purpoſe to divert the Diſcourſe) whereas Mr. 7. 


. declaring himſelf fatisfied with the Anſwers given a- 
bout the Grounds of our Certainty, deſired that he might 
propoſe a Queſtion to you, /Zow you could prove the 
Church of Rome to be Infallible>? And in a Copy ſent 
from Ch. where you diſperſed it, the Title of the ſecond 
Diſpute is, Sti//ingfleet's firſt Queſtion, How do you prove, 
&c. ſo that my Name was here falſly put in; and 
it is caſie to gueſs with what deſign. But to proceed. 

When you faid the Infa//bility of the Church of Rome 
confiſted in following the univerſal Teſtimony of all Trad:- 
tionary Chriſtians, | 

Your Copy makes me ask a very wife Queſtion up- 
' on it, viz. How does it appear that the Church of Rome 
is Infallible in Tradition ? 

Whereas I put two Queſtions to you. 

(1.) How does it appear that the Church of Rome s 
Infallible in the ſenſe and meaning of Tradition? 

(2.) 1s this Tradition a Rule of Faith diſtinft from 
Scripture ? 

The Deſign of which Queſtions was to ſhew, 


(1.) That to receive a Doqtrine by mere Tradition 


can afford no Infallible Ground of Faith, unleſs perſons 
be aſſured of the true Seyſe and Meaning of the Doc- 
trine fo delivered. As for inſtance, ſuppoſe the Doc- 
trine delivered be that Chriſt was the Son of God; if the 
Infallibility of Tradition goes no farther than the bare 
delivery from Father to Son, then Faith can go no far- 
ther than the general words, though an Heretical ſenſe 
may lie under them. If the Infallibility doth extend 
to the ſenſe and meaning of. theſe words, then either 
every Traditionary Chriſtian is to give this ſenſe 
which will make a very large Infallibilty in the whole 
Body of Traditionary Chriſtians, or elſe the explai- 
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ning the ſciſe and meaning of Tradition mull belong 
to 2 certain Order of Men by virtue of a dwine Pro- 
miſe. If fo, then the Infallibility of Tradition can- 
not conſiſt in holding the ſame Dottrine to day that 
was delivered yeſterday, and ſo up to the time of our 
Bleſſed Saviour, as you alerted. For, it the Church 
may explain che Senſe and Meaning of Tradition, fo 
as to oblige Men to believe that by virtue of ſuch 
explication which they were not obliged to before , 
then it is impoſlible the Infallibility of Tradition ſhould 
lie in-a conſtant Tradition from Father ty Son. For 
they have no power to oblige to any more than they 
received : but according to the Doctrine of the Church 
of Rome (and ſome will tell you, it is Hereſie to 
deny it, and I appeal to F. Warxer 1t it be not) the 
Church hath power and authority to explain the Senſe 
and Meaning of Tradition, fo as perſons are obliged 
upon pein of Damnation to: believe that Senſe and 
Meaning of Tradition which the preſent Church deli-' 
vers. As will Appear by an undeniable inſtance. The 
Tradition of a Real Preſence in the Exchari/t is allowed 
on all hands; but all the Controverlie is and hath been 
for ſome Ages, what the Senſe and Meaning. of this 
Tradition is? Whether it be a Real Preſence by way 
of Efficacy and Influence, or by a myſtical Union, or 
by a ſubſtantial Change of the very Elements into the 
Body and Bloud of Chriſt. The Tradition of the Real 
Preſence may be preſerved under every one of theſe Ex- 
plications: the Queſtion now is whether it be ſufficient 
to adhere to the general Tradition of the Church; or it 
be not neceſlary to Salvation to adhere to the Churches 
Explication of the Senſe and Meaning of this Tradition 
in the Councils of Lateran and Trent? If it be faid that 
the Senſe and Meaning of. this Tradition as there expreſ- 
fed (viz. Tranſub/tautiation) was always deliver d from Fa- 
ther 
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ther to 80: Tanſwer, 1. This is morethan is pretended 
by many of the greateſt Men in the Roman Church, 
as hach been Jarcly: abundantly ſhewed. And it is 
impoſſible to make it out that the manner of the 
Preſence, hath been conſtantly delivered from Father 
to Son from the time of OChrift and his Apoſtles ; for 
the main. Teſtimonies alledged out of Antiquity are 
onely+for a Real Preſence; and there are as expreſs Te- 
Ntimonies againſt the Change of the Elements, as 
there are any for the other. 2. This takes off from 
the Power and Authority of the Church of Rome if 
it cannot make a neceſſary Explication of the Senfe 
and Meaning of Tradition, and reſolves all into a meer 
humane Faith; which is the unavoidable Conſequence 
of this DoQrine of Oral Tradition. For no other 
Account can be given of it than from meer Natural 
Reaſon, wiz. that Traditzonary Chriſtians could not be- 
lieve otherwiſe to day than they did yeſterday. Gran- 
ting this to be true ( which is very far from being ſo, 
25 all be ſhewed, when Your Anſwer to the Inſtance 
of the Greek Church comes abroad) yet the utmoſt 
this. can amount to is, that I reſolve my Faith into 
2 Logical Demonſtration. And is this ?he Faith Chri- 
flians are to be ſaved by ? What Grace of God, what 
Afrſtence of the Holy Spirit are neceſlary to ſuch a 
Faith as this? But for this, I refer you to the Ze- 
refis Blackloiua, &c. 

2. I intended by the ſecond Queſtion to put a Dif- 
ference between the Tradition allowed by us, and the 
Tradition difputed. If no more were meant by Tra- 
dition than the Univerſal Tradition of the Chriſtian 


Church as to the Books of Scripture ; this I had be- - 
fore granted to be a ſufficient Ground for the Cer- - 


tainty of our Faith as to-the Canon of Scripture, which 
is our Rule of Faith; but if by Tradition be _ 
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ood, either ſome neceſſary Articles of Faith not con- 
tained in Scripture, ora Power in the Church to make 
unneceſſary to become 'neceſlary ; this I denyed and 
deſire to ſee ſome better Proof of it than you produce. 

All the Anſwer which you give in your own Pa- 
-per to theſe two Queſtions, is, that AU Traditionary 
Chriſtians, that is all Biſhops, all Prieſts, all Fathers 
and all People following this Rule, and receiving Faith 
becauſe it was received the day before could not inuovate 
in Faith, unleſs they could all either forget what they 
received the day before, or out of Malice change it, 
therefore becauſe no cauſe can be aſſigned for ſuch an effeft, 
they cannot innovate; If there can? Aſſign it. 

Now to which of the Queſtions that [ put is this 
an Anſwer ? Doth this ſhew that the Church of Rome 
is Infallible in giving the' Senſe and Meaning of Tra- 
dition 2 or- that this Tradition is a Rule of Faith di- 
ſtint from Scripture ? But it ſeems to be an Anſwer 
to the Queſtion in your Copy ; and therefore it is 
very ſuſpicious , that the Queſtion was ſo framed, 
that the Anſwer might ſeem pertinent to ir. 

To ſhew the vanity of this Demonſtration, T pro- 
duced the Inſtance of the Greek Charch which followed 
Tradition from Father tq'Son, and yet you charge it 
with Errour in matters of Faith, fo that a Church 
following Tradition may err in matters of Faith. 

Here again your Copy notoriouſly fails, for it makes 
me put ſuch another wife Queſtion as before. 

. Whether the Greek Church did follow from Father to 
Son the Tradition in matters of Faith or no 2? 

As though I had defired Information from you, 
whether it did, yea, or no? And that had been all. 
But I urged plainly that it did, and notwithſtanding 
you charge it with Errour (nay with Herefie;) which 
overthrows all the force of your Demonſtration , that a 


Church 


Church following Tradition cannot err,when you eharge 
a Church following Tradition with Hereſie. 

And is not this ſome thing like falſification, to 

leave out the whole force and ſtrength of an Ar- 
ument? And to leave it a very inſipid toothleſs 
Oueſtion 2 | 

No, faith Mr. M. p. 18. zt was onely to ſpare a little 
unneceſſary Pains ; for it cannot be imagined he ſhould 
have any other delign in leaving out thoſe words. 

I do not charge the Gentleman who wrote with a 
deſign to falſity, but I cannot excuſe you from dif- 
perſing falſe Copies, in that when you could not but 
ſee the Notorious Defe&s of this Copy, you would 
diſperſe it as containing a true Account of the Con- 
ference. Methinks you were very ſparing in the #e- 
cefſary pains of Correcting it, before you had read it 
in companies for the true Copy and given it to others. 
to tranſcribe. . 

As to the Concluſion Mr. M. confeſſes that it was 
not diſtinttly ſet down; but I fay again, that Copy' is 
falſe in- the Concluſion. For theſe are the Words, 

[ The Greek Church followed Tradition from Fa- 
ther to Son ] z#/ they left that Rule and took up ano- 
ther and ſo fell into Errour as the Calviniſts did. 

Here is not one Word concerning the Arzans, which. 
you. cannot but remember that you. ran to and men- 
tioned over and: over, when I told you the Greet 
Church did ſtill. follow Tradition as her Rule; you 
ſaid the Arians left the Rule and interpreted Scrip- 
ture as the Calviniſts did. I told you again that I 
meant not the Arzans, but the preſent Greek Church ; 
and I do particularly remember that I defired the 
Gentleman who wrote for you to pe down in his 
Pager that. it was the preſent Greek Church 1 ſpake 
Ws | 

y grant: 


I grant as Mr. 4. faith p. 19. that it was not ſet 
down by your Conſent any where; for the Truth is, 
when you found your felt pinched by this Inſiance, 
you grew ſo very uneafie, that you did all you could 
to bring things into that Contaſion and Diforder,, which 
Mr. M. mentions. You roſe up in a great heat, and 
talked a great deal to no purpoſe about Calvini/ts, &c. 
for, all the ways I could uſe could not bring you to ſet 
down any farther Anſwer to the preſſing Inſtance of 
the Greek Church. You confeſled, [ had raiſed a vaſt 
Difficulty about it ; but after all, you left no Anſwer 
behind you to this Difficulty, and 1 ſtill deſire you to 

we it. | 
_ Mr. M. p. 19. doth ingenuouſly confeſs that this Point 
.vas wot fully cleared. No, not in any meaſure. But 
he faith, 7 begaw with Reproaches. I confeſs it is a 
terrible Reproach to tell a Man, he cannot” Anfwer 
an Argument : but that he makes uſe of Trieks to 
avoid it; and that I never met with any that excelled 
you in: that kind. Farther than this, I remember not 
that I uſed any term of Reproach to you. And the 
onely. way to wipe: off ſuch: a Reproach' is to give a 
fair and Ingenuous Anſwer; and'till that be done, this 
Reproach will ſtick. | | 

As to Mr. 7's ſlip in calling the Greek Church an 
univerſal Church, methinks you might excuſe him for 
the ſake of the Roman Carholick Church ; which in 
other words is the Roman univerſal Church. And why 
ſhould not ſuch a Contradiction doe as. well in Greek 
as Latin; ſince the Patriarch. of Conſtantinople had the 
Title. of Oecumenical Patriarch? 

But this Gentleman cannot: efcape fo ; for although 
Mr. M. cannet deny, that. at the nd of the firſt Diſ- 
pute he declared that he-was fully ſatisfied with my An- 
ſuers ; (p. 10.) yet he deſires leave to judge how far 
this 


I3 
this ſatifattion of Mr. T. was rational and what grounds 
he had for it. Tf Mr. 7. had been unſatisfied with my 
Anſwers, no doubt he had paſſed for a Rational and 
Tugenious Man; but his Misfortune is, that he could 
not ſee Reaſon in your Demonſtrations; nor the, want 
of it. in what 1 ofter'd to prove the Certainty of our 
Faith, without your pretence to Infallibility. 

Therefore to ſatisfie the World that-Mr. 7. had ſuffi 
cient Grounds for what he then ſaid, 1 ſhall now exa- 
mine and weigh all the Parts of that Conference, and 
conſider what Mr. M. hath ſaid about it. | 

The occaſion of it is thus ſet down by him (p. 2.) 
Tou had affirmed in ſome Companies that no Proteſtant 
could fſhew any Ground of Abſolute Certainty for their 
Faith ; and that Mr. T. had promiſed you that if I were 
not able to manifeſt the contrary he'would forſake our Come 
MKN107. 

Hitherto Mr. 7. was a very rational! Man, becauſe 
he appeared to doubt of his Religion; and if a little 
thing had fatisfied him; 2. e. if he had been converted 
by your Demonſtration, he had been: more fo than 
ever. , But if a Man cannot be convinced by your rea- 
ſon” to change his Religion, who can help it? And 
yet I very much queſtion whether F.W. would abſofve 
any Man who profeſſed to embrace the Catholick Faith 
on your Grounds; which overthrow the Churches 
Autharity in matters of Faith, and- proceed upon Pe- 
lagian Principles. | | 

The firſt thing which was propoſed, ſaith Mr. M. (p.3.) 
and indeed the onely Subjeit. Mr. G. had any purpoſe to 
diſcourſe on was , Whether Proteſtants had a Ground of 
Abſolute Certainty for their Faith, or- not > Here the 
Faith ſpoken of, is that Faith whereby we are Chriſti- 
ans, and your pretence was that without your Infalli- 
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bility we can have no Abſolute Certainty of the Chri- 
ſtian Faith,” z. e. of the Grounds on which we believe 
the Scripture to. contain the Word of God; or all 
things neceſlary to be believ'd by us in order to Sal- 
vation. 

Therefore when the Queſtion was put by you : 

Q. 1. Whether you are atſolutely certain that you 
hold now the ſame Tenets in Faith, and all that our Sa- 
wviour taught to his Apoſtles 2 . 

A. 1. My Anſwer was, that we are abſolutely cer- 
tain that we now hold all the ſame Doitrine that was 
taught by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. | 

Wherein I plainly diſtinguiſh between that: Doc- 
trine which. Chrilt by his own Mouth taught his Apo- 
ſtles, and that which the Apoſtles did by the Spirit of 
Chriſt teach the whole Church. The Account I of- 
fer d as to the Chriſtian Faith, was not, as to what 
Chriſt taught by an Oral Tradition (as the Fews affirm 
of Moſes delivering an unwritten Law) but I framed 
my Anſwer on purpoſe, to ſhew that our Faith is not 
to be reſolved into what Chriſt taught any otherwiſe 
than as it is conveyed to us by the Writings of the A- 
poſtles and Evangeliſts. © For the Reſolution of our 
Faith, as to what Chriſt himſelf taught, is not to be 
made into the Words of Chriſt teaching, conveyed by 
an Oral Tradition from his time downwards, but in- 
to the Words of: Chriſt as recorded by the holy Wri- 
ters of the New Teſtament. And ſo much I expreſ- 
ſed in Anſwer to the next Queſtion. 

Q. 2. By what certain Rule do you hold it ? | 

' A.2. By the Divine Revelations contained in the 
Writings of the New Teftament. 

Here was no Subtilty or Learning requiſite, but-to 
give a plain Anſwer, as to the Rule of our Faith. Which 

we 
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we do aſſert to be the Written Word , and no Oral 
Tradition. | | 

. Q 3. Then follow'd, By what certain Rule do you know 
that the New Teſtament, which we now have does contajyu 
all the Divine Revelations: of Chriſt and his Apoſtles 

A. 3. By the Univerſal Teſtimony of the Chri) 
Church from the Apoſtles time downwards. 

In which Anſwer, I laid down the Grounds of bur 
different Reſolution of Faith from that which you' con- 
tepd for; and which I at large explained in the Confe- 
rence it ſelf ; viz. that our Certainty of Faith is chiefly 
reſolved into the Teſtimony of the Apoſtolical Churches, 
which firſt received the Books of the New Teſtament 
from the Divine Writers of them ; and from theſe 
Churches where the Authentick Writings themſelves 
were preſerved, Copies were diſperſed over other 
Churches which by comparing together the Teſtimo- 
nies of the ſeveral Churches, did by degrees fix up- 
on the Certain Canon'of the New Teſtament. 

Here a Queſtion was ſtarted, Whether al the Books 
of the New Teſtament were alike received ? 

I anſwer'd, not at firſt, but after due Examination 
thoſe which were at firſt Controverted, came to be u- 
-niverſally received. . And I particularly inſtanced in the 
Church of Rome ;. which: a long time did- not receive 
the Epi/tle to the F7ebrews, when it was received by 
other Churches; but at laſt did yield to the Teſtimo- 
ny. of other Churches therein. From whence I ob-' 
ſerved, that. the Church of Rome was far from being 

believed then to have the Authority of making the Ca- 
' non of Scripture, or being Infallible in Faith, it being 
then taxed for disbelieving a Part of Scripture, and 
being at laſt over-ruled by the Teſtimony of the other 
Apoltolical Churches. 


C 2 | I re- 


I remember I asked you how it came about that the 
Church of Rome in St Ferom's time did err abour the 
Epiſtle to the ZZebrews, it there were any Infallibility 
nn it ?: 

And your Anſwer was, that Rome was at a great 4i- 
ftance from Judea: Which I thought a ſtrange Anſwer, 
conſidering the Communication the Churches then 
had at greater diſtance, and the frequent Recourſe of 
Fews to Rome ; but eſpecially if that Church had any 
Promiſe of Infallibility made to it. Which, to be juſt 
to you, I do not remember that you once aſſerted, in 
all that two hours Diſcourſe. And truly you were 
not inconſiſtent with your Principles therein : For Infal- 
libility by Promiſe and by Oral Tradition are as diffe- 
rent as Grace and Nature, or the Afſent of Faith from 
a Dictate of Reafon. In Faith a Divine Teſtimony 

15 ſuppoſed ; im the Infallibility of Oral Tradition no- 
thing but a Natural Principle, that men: mnſt hold the 
ſame Doftrine to day that they did yeſterday, and ſo up 
to the time of our Bleſſed Savionr. Tl | 

Where the difterent method of our refolving Faith 
appears; you begin at the preſent time, and ſo run 
upwards, but the force of all hes in the connexion of 

one link with another infeparably ; which, [ ſay, will 
by no means hold; but ours begins with the Apoſtoli- 
cal Churches which firſt received the ſacred Books, 
and delivered them. down ; their Teſtimony 1s the 
Authentick inſtrament of conveying down the Canon 
of Scripture, and the following Tradition of the Church 
is onely a conveying down that firſt Teſtimony upon 
which we believe the Canon of the New Teſtament. 
There were many interlocutory paſſages about this 
Subje& ; but this is the ſubſtance of what I diſtinaly 


remember. 
Q. 4 Ws 


_ 


_ Q. 4 Was that Univerſal Teſtimony an Infallible 
Rule to aſſure us certainly down to our time that the New 
Teſtament contained all the Divine Revelations of Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles? | 

A. 4. The Univerſal Teſtimony of the Chriſtian Church 
concerning the Book of Scripture, and the Doftrine con- 
fained therein is a ſufficient Ground to make us certain 
of all matters neceſſary to our Salvation. 

To make this Anſwer clear, we are to conſider that 
the Scripture being our ſole and entire Rule of Faith, 
all matters neceſſary to Salvation muſt be ſuppoſed to 
be contained therein; and therefore the fame Teſti- 
mony which delivers the Scripture to us, doth deliver 
all the neceſſary Articles of Faith as contained therein. 
Which are there received as in the Lump ; and it we 
receive the Book which contains all, we muſt by 
the fame Authority receive all contained in it. As if 
a Purſe be left to a Man by his Father's Will, full of 
Gold and Silver, and this by the Executours be decla- 
red to contain all the Gold and Silver his Father left 
him; they who deliver this Purſe to him from the Exe- 
cutours, do certainly deliver to him all the Gold and 
Silver left him by his Father. Bur if he ſuſpe&s there 
was both Gold and Silver left him by his Father which 
was not in that Purſe, then he muſt call in queſtion 
the Integrity of the Executours who declared that all 


was contained therein. This is now the Caſe of the 


Chriſtian Church as to all Divine Truths which reſpe& 
Mens Salvation ; the Primitive Church, who anſwer 
to the Executours in the other Caſe, did unanimouſly 


declare that all ſuch Truths were undoubtedly contai-. 


ned in the Written Word. Although therefore there 
may be a real difference in the nature of the Doctrines 


therein: 
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therein contained, as there is between Gold and. Silver, 
yet he that receives all muſt receive the one as well as the 
other ; and the matters of Salvation being of greateſt 
moment, they that receive the whole Will of God up- 
on grounds of certainty muſt be afſured that therein 
they receive all matters neceſſary to our Salvation. 
Againſt my Anſwer to this Queſtion Mr. M4. ſuggeſts 
ſeveral things; ( p. 12.) | | 
(1.) As to difference of Tranſlations. Doth Mr. M. 
think our Faith is to be reſolved into the Original Texts? 
What becomes then of the Yulgar Latin? For although 
the Council of 7rext declares it to be Authentick, yet 
I take it to be but a Tranſlation. But there is a diffe- + 
rence of Tranſlations, and there is no unanimous conſent 
of the Chriſtian Church for any.one. And how is it pol- 
{ible there ſhould be ſince the Chriſtian Church conſiſts 
of ſo many bodies of Men of different Countries and 
Languages? But we have the unanimous Conſent of 
all the ancient Chriſtian Churches for the Tranſlation 
of the Scripture into their own Languages ; which 
ſhews. that they thought the. People ought to be ac- 
quainted with it as the Word of God ſo tranſlated ; and 
that they were to reſolve their Faith into. it, -as they 
were capable of underſtanding it. And it is very hard 
to conceive how Faith .can be reſolved into an un- 
known Tongue ; but we have the unanimous conſent 
of the Chriſtian Church that Faith muſt reſt upon the 
. Word of God which is contained in the Books of Scrip- 
. ture. And therefore we have the Conſent of the Chri- 
ſtian Church againſt reſolving Faith into the Infallibi- 
_lity of Oral-Tradition. For it this were the Chriſtian 
Method of Reſolving Faith, there would have been 
very little Uſe or Neceſlity of Scripture ; and the Fa- 


thers 
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thers were extremely miſtaken in the mighty Charac- 
ters which on all Occafions they give of it; not onely 
of the excellency of the-matter contained in it, but as 
a-Rule of Faith for all Chriſtians ; as I might eaſily 


ſhew if there were occaſion. But I deſire to ſee any” 


thing like the conſent of the Chriſtian Church from 
the Apoſtles times downwards for reſolving Faith into 
mere Oral Tradition ; and certainly if the Church had 
uſed this way, it muſt have underſtood it and expreſ- 
ſed 'it... And it is a juſt Preſcription againſt a method 
of reſolving Faith, that the ancient Chriſtian Church, 
which conſiſted ( T hope of true believers, never 
knew any thing - concerning it ; and yet, I ſuppoſe, 
they had abſolute Certainty of their Faith ; though they 
had different Tranſlations of the Bible among them. 
(2.) As to the Number of Books. T do not deny that 
there was in the firſt Ages a difference in ſeveral Chur- 
ches about the Number of Canonical Books ; but this 
doth not hinder that 7#iver/al Teſtimony-T mentioned ; 
For (t.) It adds weight to - the Churches Teſtimony 
that where there was any Controverſte about any Ca- 
nonical Book of the New. Teſtament, the matter was 
examined and debated, and at laſt after a through di(- 
cuſſion the Book was received, as happened about the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews. Which was not received by 
the Authority of one Church impoſing upon another, 
but by a fair Examination of Evidence produced for its 
Apoſtolical authority : which being allow'd, it hath: 
| been received by the unanimous Conſent of the Chri- 
ſtian Church. (z.) There hath been ever ſince an un- 
contradicted Conſent of the Chriſtian Church as to the 
Canonical: Books of the New Teſtament. No- one 
Church diſputing the Authority of any of them, - And 


cVelt: 


even the Council of 7revt agrees with us herein ; al- 
though it endeavours+0 obtrude fome Books for Ca- 
nonical in the old Teſtament, which never had the U- 
niverſal Conſent of the Jewiſh or Chriſtian Church for 
them. 

(3.) He defires to know, how I underſtand that all 
the Divine Revelations are contained in the New Teſt a- 
ment, Viz. whether all neceſſary Articles of Faith are 
contained in the New Teſtament virtually and implicitly, 
or clearly and explicitly ; the former will doe me little 

ſervice, the latter is contraditted by the Church of Rome, 
' and therefore I can plead no Univerſal Teſtimony of the 
Chriſtian Church; and ſo my Plea for abſolute Certainty 
is groundleſs. WE | 

To this I anſwer, 

- (4) If it be agreed that all Doctrines of Faith ne- 


ceſfary to Salvation are contained in Scripture ei- . 


ther explicitly or implicitly ( which Mr. M. denies 
not) it is eallciens for my purpoſe. . For the Ground 
of my Faith is abſolutely Certain, vzz. that all ne- 
ceſlary Articles of Faith are contained in Scripture ; 


and it they be explicit, I am bound to give a diſtin&t. 


Aſent to them; if they be not, then no more is re- 
' quired of me than to believe them, when they do ap- 
pear to be there; which is no. more than a general pre- 
paration of Mind to yield my aſſent to whatſoever doth 
appear to me tobe the,Word of God. So that my 
- Faith reſts on the Word of God as its abſolute ground 
of Certainty ; but the particular Certainty as to this or 
that Dorine depends upon the Evidence that it is con- 


tained in Scripture. And it is the gezeral Ground of 


Faith we are now upon, and not the particular Atts 
of zt. Cos | 
| (2.) The 


Ns 
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(2.) The. Church- of Romes aſſuming to it ſelf the 
Power of making implicit Articles to become explicit by 


its declaring the ſenſe of: them, doth -not overthrow the . 


Certainty of our Faith, For as long as it is granted 


that all neceſſary Articles of Faith are there explicitely 


or implicitely by an Univerſal Conſent of the Chriſtian 
Church, it ſignifies nothing to the ſhaking of my Faith 
that a particular Part of the Church doth aſſume ſuch 
a Power to it ſelf. For this muſt come among the par- 
ticular Points of Faith, and not the general Grounds: 
It muſt be looked on as an Article of Faith, and ſo it 
muſt be contained in Scripture either explicitely.or im- 
*plicitely. If explicitely, we defire to ſee it in expreſs 
terms,which I ſuppoſe you will not pretend to; if only 
tmplicitely,l pray tell me how I can beexplicitely bound 
to believe ſuch a Power in the Church of Rome, which 
is only 1mplicitely there ? And by what Power this im- 

licite Article comes to be made explicite 2 For the 

ower of the Church it felf being the Article in que- 
ſtion, it is impoſſible that while it is only zmplzcetely 
there, it ſhould make it ſelf Explicze. If it be faid, that 
it will become explicit to any ſober Enquirer ; then every 
ſuch Perſon may without the Churches help find out 
all Neceſlary . Points of Faith ; which is a Doctrine I 


am ſo far from being aſhamed of, that I think it moſt . 


agreeable ro the Goodneſs of God, the Nature of the 
Chriſtian Faith, and the Unanimous Conſent of the 
Chriſtian Church for many Ages. But this is beyond 
our preſent buſineſs. 


(3.) The Church of Rome hath no-where declared | 


in Council, that it hath any ſuch Power of making i- 
plicit Articles of Faith contained in Scripture to become 
explicit by its explaining the Senſe of them. For the 
Church of Rome doth not pretend ro make new Arti- 
cles of Faith ; but to make an implicit Doctrine to be- 

| D come 
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, come explicit, is really to make a new Article of - Faith. 
It doth not indeed make a new Divine Revelation ; but 
it makes that which was not neceſſary to be believed, 
tobecome neceſſary ; and what is not neceſſary to be 
believed, is no- Artzcle of Faith. What is only believed 
implicitely is not atually believed; but there is. only a 
preparation of mind to believe it, ſuppoſing it to be 
made appear to be a matter of Faith. - Belides, the 
Church of Rome declares that it receives its DoQtrines by 
Tradition ; and although I have often heard of an i- 
plicit Faith, T know not what to make of an implicit 
Tradition. 1 had thought . whatever is delivered by 
way of Tradition muſt be explicit ; or elfe the Father 
and Son might eafily be miſtaken: And fo for all that 1 
can ſee Mr. . and you muſt diſpute it out; for you 
fay, That the Infallibility of Faith depends on Oral Tra- 
dition, and the Infallibility of Oral Tradition on this, 
that the Traditiouary Chriſtians hold the ſame Doftrine 
to day that was delivered yeſterday in Faith, and ſo up 
to the time of our B. Saviour. But what think you now 
of Mr. M.s aſſertion, That the Church hath power to in- 
terpret and make known implicit Dotrines contained in 
Scripture, ſo as to make it neceſſary to believe them ex- 
plicitely 2 For he faith, That all the Churches in Commu- 
nion with Rome do held there are Divine Revelations in 
Scripture, which are contained there virtually and im-_ 
plicitely, ſo as they need the Churches Interpretation and 
Authority for being made known to us. Let us now lay 
theſe two aſlertions together. If your Doctrine hold 
* good, All Doftrines of Faith muſt be explicitely delivered 
from Father to Son; No, faith Mr. M. The Church hath 
power to make known Dofrines implicitely aud virtually 
_ contained in Scripture. 1 pray could the Father commu- 
nicate to his Son what was only zmplicitely and virtu- 
ally contained in. Scripture ? If Mr. 2. fay true, here 

IS. 
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is a very poſſible cauſe of Innovation aſſhgned without 
Forgetfulneſs or Malice , viz. when the Fathers of the 
Church take upon them to draw forth implicit Do- 
Arines, and to. make rhetm explicit Articles of Faith. 
And thus undoubtedly many Innovations have come 
into the Church ; when ſome perſons have taken up a 
particular Opinion, and becauſe nothing would prevail 
without Scripture, they have attempted to bring it 
out of Sctipture ; but that being not plain or clear 
for it, they gave out it was vrtually and implicitely 


contained in it; and thus it paſſed from one to another, 


till it getting footing in the Church, and prevailing 
over a great part of it; then, leſt the Church ſhould 
be charged with Errour and Innovation, the prevailing 
Party takes upon it to declare this to be the ſenſe and 
meaning of Scripture, and to require all perſons of their 
Communion to believe it. And thus Mr. 2. hath an- 
fwered your Demonſtration. Bur ſtill, although the 
Church of Rome hath affumed fuch a Power, yet it 
ſtill diſowned it, and even in the Council of 7rexr 
pretended to #yterpret Scripture according to the unant- 
moans ſenſe of the Fathers ; which is direaly contrary to 
the Power -of making known ſuch a /exſe and meaning 
of Scripture in DoCtrines of Faith, as may oblige men 
to believe that explicitely' now , which they were 
not obliged to, by any precedent Senſe or Expli- 
Cation. | 
I core now to the Fifth and Laft Queſtion. 

Qu. 5. Being the words Chriſtian Church may be ta- 
ken in feveral latitudes by perfons of different Religions, 
I deſire to know what that Chriſtian Church is, whoſe 
Teſtimony concerning the Books of Scripture, and the 
Dodrine contained therein, is a ſufficient ground to 
make us certain of all matters that are neceſſary to our 
Salvation 2 | 

D 2 An. 5. 
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Anſ. 5. By the Univerſal Teſtimony of the Chriſtian 
Church concerning the Books of Scripture which ate 
our Rule of - Faith as to matters of Salvation, I mean, 
the Univerſal Conſent of all Chriſtian Churches from 
the Apoſtles times downwards. ; 

This Mr. M. calls Trifling, (p. 13.) and in this you 
agree, though you differ in the Reſolution of Faith. 
But I pray wherein does this 7rifling lie 2 Was it be- 
cauſeI would not anſwer as you would have had me > 
But I do not yet ſee how I could have anſwered more 
to the purpoſe. The Queſtion in ſhort was, What the 
Chriſtian Church was, whoſe Univerſal Teſtimony I re- 
lied upon as to the Canon of Scripture? My Anſwer 
was, That the Chriſtian Church is that which is 
made up of all Chriſtian Churches ; and their Uni- 
verſal Conſent is that Teſtimony we rely upon. Is this 
Trifling ? DR 04 Pe 

But, faith Mr. M. (p. 14.) Mr. G.'s intention was to 
know what Churches I accounted Chriſtian Churches. I told 
you over and over,{ince we were enquiring into the ge- 
neral Grounds of Faith,if we had theUniverſal Teftimo- 
ny of all Chriſtian Churches, I had.no reaſon togo any 
farther. - For, if all Churches of the Chriſtian World 
be agreed, as they are,” about the Canon of the New 
Teſtament, this was ſuffieient for the certainty of our 
Faith,without looking after anyInfallibilityin theChurch 
of Rome. And this, you know, was the main Point in 
Diſpute between us ; as appears by the occaſion of it, 
as it is ſet down by Mr..2{. You affirmed, that no 
Proteſtant could ſhew any ground of abſolute certainty for 
their Faith : 1 undertook to ſhew we had ; for our 
Faith is reſolved into the Scripture as the Word.of God ; 
and whatever is built on. the Word of God.is abſolutely 
certain : And that theſe Books of the New Teſtament 
containour Rule of Faith as being theWord of on we 
ave: 


; 1 { & 

have the Univerſal Teſtimony of all Chriſtian Chur- 
_ ches, © And this makes our Faith as to theſe Books ab- 
folutely certain. And where now is the 7rifling 2 Doth 
the Univerſal Teſtimony of all Chriſtian Churches af- 
ford ſufficient Ground of Certainty-as-to the Books of 
Scripture or not? If not, why do you not ſhew where- 


in it fails? If it doth, what mean you to call this . 


Trifling? When it is apparent I have gained the Point 
I aimed at, viz. That we Proteſtants have certain Grounds 
for our Faith, without any need of the Roman Churches 
Hyfallibility. Which was the thing to be ſhewed. _ 

But Mr.. f. tells me ( p. 14. ) That you asked me 
whether I included the Arians, Neſtorians, Eutychians 
and Calviniſts, aud urged that this Queſtion. might be 
written down; to which I did not conſent : Becauſe Mr. 
T. declared he was fully ſatisfied and defired to propoſe a 
New Queſtion to My. G. | 

I grant you did ask me the Queſtion ſeveral times, 
whether I included the Arians, Neſtorians, &c. I told: 
you I rejefted the Dodrines of all ſuch as were con- 
demned by the four General Councils, as the Arians, 
Neſtortans and Eutychians were; but it was not perti- 
nent to our purpoſe to- conſider, how far any under 
thoſe Denominations might be Parts of the Catho- 
lick Church. For ſince we had the Conſent of all 
Chriſtian Churches in this Matter, I had no Reaſon 
to leſſen the Evidence they gave by - a Concurrent 
Teſtimony. For the Argument was ſo much- ſtronger, 
fince all Churches, under all Denominations did agree 
in it. 

But Mr. M. ſtill complains, that I would not per- 
mit your ſixth Queſtion, viz- What Churches I look'd 

on as Members of the Chriſtian Church 2 \t is ſtrange he 

\ ſhould forget for what Reaſon I rejected it, v/z. be- 
cauſe it was not pertinent to- our buſineſs. EY 
{ tie: 
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the Teſtimony of all Chriſtian Churches be more con- 
ſiderable than only of ſome, why ſhould I leſſen the 
fitrength of the Argument taken from the Univerſal 
Conſent of all Chriſtian Churches 2 The other Queſti- 
on muſt have led us into other Diſputes foreign to our 
buſineſs; and my deſign was to keep cloſe to the Mat- 
ter of Certainty; about which the Conference began. 

And now I hope Thave given an Anſwer to the Letter 
defiring Information of the Conference ; which I did for- 
bear in my firſt Letter to ſet down at large, foreſee- 
ing that either your ſelf or your friend would offer me 
farther occaſion, to give a fuller account of it. 

But becauſe the Subſtance of the whole Conference 
depended on thoſe two Points, 

1. Whether the Univerſal Conſent of all Chriſtian 
Churches be not a ſufficient Ground for our Certainty 
as to our Rule of Faith, vz, the Scripture ? 

2. Whether Tradition from Father to Son, be an 
infallible Conveyance of Matters of Faith ? 

To ſthew, wherein the main force of the whole 
Conference lay in few words, I deſired you to make 
good theſe two Things ; | 

1. That we have no abſolute Certainty as to the 
Rule of our Faith, vz. the Scripture ; although we 
have a larger and firmer "Tradition for it, v/z. the 
Conſent of all Chriſtian Churches, than you can have 
for the Points in Difterence between us. 

2. That the Tradition from Father to Son, is an 
infallible Conveyance in Matters of Faith, notwith- 
ſtanding the Greek Church is charged by you with Er- 
rour, which adiered to Tradition. _ 

Now upon.this, the Authour of the firſt Letter de- 
ſires to be commended to me as a Man who loves to ſpare 
his own Pains. For 'tis as much as to fay, do you doeall 
the Work, and I will fit by and tell you whether it 

wel, 
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well done or no, muſt Mr. G. prove that Proteſtants have 
uo abſolute Certainty ? | | 

I think you are bound to do it, upon Mr. M's own 
Account of the Occaſion of the Conference, viz. that 
you affirmed that no Proteſtants could ſhew any Ground 
of Certainty for their Faith, And upon this the Con- 
ference was delired ;. and ſince therein, -I undertake to 
ſhew what our Ground of Certainty was, you ought 


to make it evident wherein it fails ; and you have not- 


ſo much as offer'd at any thing to diſprove it,but would 
fairly have run into another diſpute ; 'and becauſe | 
would not yield to it, you and Mr. M. call me a 7ri- 
fler. You ſee I have not been ſo ſparing of my Pains 
now ; but I would commend that Gentleman to you, 
who get other Men to do your Work for you. 

But he goes on, 7 thought it had concerned them to be 
ſatisfied that they have. Yes, lo weare ; and are very 
well fatisfied that we ſtand upon. ſurer Grounds, than 
thoſe who go upon the batiled pretence of the Infallibi- 
lity of Oral Tradition ; for which no one Church of the 
Chriſtian World hath declared. ; 

For the Tufallibility of Tradition in the Church of 
Rome is another thing, depending upon a Divine Pro- 
miſe and not a kind of meer natural Infallibility. But 
he faith, he takes no notice that the Queſtion is wveered 
from certainty of Prozeſtant Dodrine to certainty of Scri- 
pture. How ſtrangely mittaken is this Gentleman in 
the whole Matter! For the Queſtion was wholly a- 
bout the certainty of Faith 1n general ; as fully appears 
by what is faid already. When the Grounds of Faith 
are made clear, we ſhall come eaſter to particular 
Points of Difference between us. If we may have ſut- 
ficient certainty without your pretence of [nlallibility, 
then we may have a true and fourd Faith without 


coming, into your Church; and where there 1s ſuch a. 
| Fait]. 
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Faith there is. a Poſſibility of Salvation, and conſe- 
quently there 2 be no Neceſlity of Forſfaking the 
Communion of a Church, where we have ſuch certain 
Grounds of Faith. 

- Mr. M.in Anſwer to the firſt Particular ſpeaks more 
home and cloſe to the purpoſe, and therefore what he 
faith deſerves to be more firitly examined. - 

(t.) Ut is not denied, faith he ( p. 28. ).-that there 
is in Faith an abſolute 'certainty for that Scripture 
wherein we agree. Thus far Mr. M. grants what you 
deny, that we Proteſtants have abſolute certainty for 
our Faith. But he will notallow us to be able. #o ſhew 
any ſuch certainty ox our Principles, Now this is truly 
a hard caſe we are in; there is an abſolute Certainty, 
and this certainty lies in Univerſal Tradition; and 
we can ſhew this Univerſal Tradition, arfd yet we 
cannot ijhew the true Ground of our certainty: If this 
be our-caſe, we deſerve to be either pitied or begg'd. 

But ſurely Mr. M. hath ſome colour for ſucha ftrange 
Aſtertion. This is all he pretends for it ; that in the time 
of the Reformation, the Proteſtants charged all Chriſtian 
Churches with Errours, not only in other Articles of their 
Belief, but even in the Tradition-or Delivery of Scri- 
pture. Therefore we can have no certainty now from 
the Univerſal Tradition of Chriſtian Churches. Sup- 
poſe ſome Mcn were then to blame-in charging ſome 
Churches with more Errours than they were guilty 
of ; muſt therefore no Argument be taken from their 
conſent when things are more cleared and better un- 
derſtood > This, is juſt as if it had bcen faid of the 
blind Man whom our Saviour cured, Tou ſaw Men 
walking like Trees at firſt, and therefore. you have no 
right to judge them to be otherwiſe now. Or like one 
newly eſcaped out of a dark Priſon, who fears and ſul- 
pes every ' one he mcets and takes all for Enemies, 
| eill 
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till he be better acquainted with them ; muſt this man 
therefore never have any certain knowledge afterwards 
ef Friends and Enemies? But why doth not Mr./Z. name 
the Churches which the Reformers charged with Errours is 
delivering the Canon of Scripture 2 1 am ſure they plead 
the conſent of the Eaſtern Churches againſt the Triden- 
tine Canon, as to the Old Teſtament ; and all Chriſtian 
Churches are known to agree as to the New, and why 
ſuch an univerſal conſent thould not afford a ground of 
certainty to us, is beyond my underſtanding. 

(2.) He faith, Our Rule is Scripture, not as interpreted 
( or to be interpreted ) by the Church, But as underſtood 
(or to be underſtood, without a neceſſity of ſubmitting to the 
Tuterpretation of the Church) by every ſober Enquirer tho 
of the meaneſt capacity; for which Rule we are far from ha- 
wving the conſent of all Chriſtian Churches. The main Que- 
ſtion is, Whether Scripture be a Rule of Pazthto us, or 
not ? And certainly all that believe it to be the Word of 
God muſt take it for a Rale of Faith. For, ſince the reaſon 
of our believing 1s becauſe God hath revealed, whatever 
God hath revealed muſt be believed ; and a Book contai- 
ning in it ſuch Revelations mult be the - Rule of our 
Faith; 7. e. by it we are to judge what we are bound to 
believeas Divine Revelations. The beſt of your Divines 
do all agree; that our Faith is not to be reſolved into 
any other Revelation than that which was made by 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles; and that this Revelation is 
contained in the Books of the New Teſtament. This 
being agreed on both ſides, every Chriſtian, how mean 
foever his capacity be, muſt look on the Scripture as 
his Rule of Faith ;. for he that is bound to believe at all, 
muſt have ſome Rule, orelſe he may believe any thing; 
he finds all perſons agreed that the Scripture is theWord 
of God; and God's Word is an infallible Rule : therefore 


he is bound to ſearch the Scripture for the matters of 
: E Faith. 
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Faith. And is it poſlible to imagine that God: himſelf 
ſhould dire the making of this Rule for the benefit of 
all who are bound to believe, and not to make it uſeful 
to its End, v2z: to be able to dire them in the neceſſa- 
ry Points of Salvation? The Founders of Monaſtic Or- 
ders made Rules for all thoſe who were to live in them, 
and obliged them to obſerve thera, under pain of Ex- 
. pulſion: I defire to know, whether this doth not ſup- 

' poſe that thoſe Rules are capable of being underſtood by 
all perſons admitted into thoſe Orders, fo far as they 
are concerned ; and whether the Penalty would be rea- 
ſonable, in caſe they could not underſtand their duty 
by them? But in our caſe the matter is of far grea- 
ter moment; for mens Eternal Salvation or Miſery de- 
pends upon &wowing and doing the will of God contained 
in Scripture; and therefore it is of fo much greater con- 
ſequence and-neceſlity that all perſons who are concer- 
ned for their Salvation ſhould be able to underſtand by 
diligent and carefull reading the Scripture ſo much as 1s 
required of them in order to it. And this was the cer- 
tain Faith of the Primitive Church, that all things neceſ- 
ſary to Salvation were plain in Scripture; and if they 
were plain, they needed no Interpreter. . 

| But we have not the conſent of all Chriftian Churches 
that the Scripture is a Rule of Faith without the Churches 
Interpretation, Ianſwer, that we have the conſent of 
all Chriſtian Churches that the Scripture is a Rule of 
Faith ; but, whether beſides this Rule, there be an /»- 
fallible Fudge of Controverfies, or Interpreter of Scri- 
pture, is another diſtin Controverſie. We have the 
unanimous conſent of alt Chriſtian Churches tor the 


one ; but in the preſent ſtate of Chriſtendom we donot 
pretend it for the other : for we are well enough acquain- 
ted with the pretence of Tnfallibelity in the Church of 
Rome ; but then we fay that it is impoſſible for you to 
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bring ſuch an unanimous conſent of all Chriſtian Chur- 
ches for your Tafallible' Fudge, as we do bring for our 
Rule of Faith, and therefore we have much greater cer- 
tainty of our Rule, than you can haveof your rfallible 
Fudge. We appeal to all the Churches of the Chriſtian 
World forour Rule ; you dare not appeal to any oze 
Church beſides your own for your 7ufallibility : For, it 
is utterly denied by all the Eaſtern Churches, though of 
very different denominations. And when you bring an 
univerſal conſent of all Chriſtian Churches for the Roman 
Churches Tnfallibility, | may ſafely promiſe to become 
your Convert. | NE ” 

But yet they do not agree that every man u to interpret 
Scripture for himſelf. What is the meaning of zuterpret- 
ing Scripture for himſelf 2 If it be, that a man is to 
rely on Scripture as his Rule of Faith in order to Sal- 
vation;then we have their univerſal conſent, in as much 
as they deliver this as the Rule of Faith.” If it be, that 
in doubtfull' places he is to rely on hisown Judgmear, 
without making uſe of the beſt helps, then we pretend to 
no ſuch thing; for we aſſert the contrary, and do think 
in all doubtfull caſes that perſons are bound to make uſe 
of the.beſt and moſt reaſonable means for their fatisfa- 
ion; among which we not only reckonPrayer, Medi- 
tation, comparing Scripture and Expoſitors upon it, but 
the help of Spiritual Guides, and the Senſe of the Pri- 
mitive Church ; which our Church doth eſpecially re- 
commend, and which welook on as the beſt Arbitrator 
between us in all our Controverſies about the ſenſe of 
doubtfull places of Scripture. 

But aſter all, either there muſt be a» ufalible Fudge, 
or every man muſt judge for himſelf in all matters that 
concern his Salvation. And therefore, if we have the con- 
ſent of all Chriſtian Churches, againſt the only preten- 
ded Infallible Judge, we have their conſent likewiſe, that 
_ every man 1s to judge for his own Salvation. And this 
| E 2 
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all Mankind are really agreed in, whatever ſome may 
Pretend; or elſe it is to no purpoſe for you to go about 
to make Converts ; for, in ſo doing, you make the per- 
ſon you intend to convert Judge of the beſt way to Sal- 
vation ; and not. only ſo, but you-make him Judge of 
all the Controverſies between Usand You, and eſpecially 
of the zrue grounds of Faith, .And how ridiculous after 
this is it to pretend that a man is not to judge for him- 
ſelf in matters that concern his Salvation ? » 

(3.) Laſtly, Mr. M. (p. 29.) defires to know what thoſe 
Chriſtian Churches are, whoſe Teſtimony is required to- 
wards the aſſuring us, what is Scripture and what not, and 
by what mark 1 diſtinguiſhed them fromothers 2 IT anſwer 
again, by no other mark than that they. are Chriſtzan 
Churches ; and it is a great ſatisfation to any. mans 
mind, that however-they differ about other matters, yet 
they are all agreed inthe Canonof the New Teſtament. 
T am by no means bound 7 af/ign any Rule in this caſe, as 
you deſire, whereby to diſtinguiſh Orthodox Churches from 
Eeretical; for, whatever they are 1n other points, they 
all agree in this, which is:the Foundation of our Faith. 

As to the 2d. Point I propoſed in-my Letter to be 
made good, viz. That the Tradition from Father to Sow 
is an infallible conveyance of matters of Faith, notwith- 
ſtanding the Greek Church is charged by you with Errours, 
which adhered to Tradition ; the Author of the firſt Let- 
ter thinks you are concerned to anſwer it. But then he 
thinks 7 am as well bound to. anſwer your Argument, It 
good time! But was not that very inſtance of the Greet 
Church produced on purpoſe to ſhew the weakneſs of 
the Argument > And is not making that plain, anfwe- 
ring itas cffeQually, as the Philoſopher's Argument a- 
gain{t Motion was, when the man-moved betore him? 
For he proved that impoſſible, which he ſhewed was ſo 
far from, that he ſaw him doe it. And Sophiſtical Ar- 
guments are. bcſt anſwered by clear and amy” In- 
| ances :. 
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flances : and this of the Greek Church is of that nature. 

Bur hefaith, Ohjeitions may be raiſed againſt the moſt 
undeniable Truth; and he inſtanceth in two things ma- 
thematically demonſtrable ; aud yet Objetions may be 
made againſt them, which caunot eaſily be anſwered. But 
the difference of the caſe is very plain ; for thoſe inſtan- 
ces only ſhew, that there are ſome things above our 
comprehenſion-about Matter and Motion ; but what is 
this to an infallible Rule of Faith; which every one is 
bound: to know, if (according to you) he would have 
any certainty. of his Faith? Andif it appears by a no- 
rorious inſtance that it fails, (for a whole Church and 
a. very great and ancient Church is accuſed by you of no 
leſs than Hereſie, and yet it adhered to Tradition) then 
the Demonſtration is quite gone. But Mr. M. faith (p. 
29.) That you never acknowledged that the Greek Church 
erred while it adhered to Tradition ; and therefore my 
(uppofing i is to beg the Queſtion, and miſ-repreſent the 
fate of the Argument. But whether you acknowledged it 
or not,the Greek Church did adhere to7radition,when the 
Latin Church charged it with Hereſie. And certainty 


I may beallowed to argue from an undeniable inſtance 


as | thall believe it to be; till T ſee the Anſwer to it 
which Mr. AM. promiſes in his Concluſion. 
| Before hecomesto that, he lets me know (p. 31.) that 
himſelf and ſeveral others, upon comparing my two m_ 
fitions together, had found a contradiftionin them, and [0 
they had once more Dr. St. againſt Dr. St. This isas witty 
an obſervation as the Author of Pax vobis had made up- 
on me; who, becauſe Thad proved from St. Paul's 
. words that Jupiter was ſometimes taken among the Hea- 


thens for the true God, from thence wiſely infers, that F 
am for introducing Paganiſm, and' hardly believe another 


Life ; but this is ſo groſs and ridiculous a calumny,thar 
it hardly deſerves to-be taken notice of. But I pray let 
me ſee. this Controver/ie-juggle, as Mr. M: phraſes it; 
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and how Dr. St. 1s ſet up againſt Dr. Sz. Thus it lies : 
1n my firſt Propoſition I ſeem to afirm that the Tradition 
. of all Chriſtian Churches is aground of abſolute certainty 
for the admittance of Scriptere ; and in the. ſecond 1 would 
infer that Tradition. is no infallible conveyance of 
matters of Faith ; but the belief of the Scripture is a 
matter of Faith, A rare Diſcovery | Methinks, Mr. G. 
appears very well qualified to ſetup for a Controvertiſt, 
and much ſuch a one as thoſe who formerly ſet Dr. St. 
againſt Dr. St. But the Author of the firſt Letter ob- 
ſerves, that I ſpare my own pains, and put -the. proof upon 
you; & Mr. M. confelles,that the occaſion of the Conference 
was, that you affirmed that Proteſtants could not ſhew any 
ground of abſolute certainty for their Faith. Therefore, 
{ſince you own 7radition to be an infallible way of con- 
veying Faith, I deſired to. know how you could deny 
that we had any ground for abſolute certainty of onr 
Faith as to the Word of. God, when-the Tradition we 
g0 upon is ſo much larger and firmer than any you can 
bring for the points of Faith in difference between us. 
But then as to your way of explaining Tradition not 
with reſpect to the Books of Scripture, but to particular 
Dofrines of Faith,l propoſed the ſecond particular to you 
to make good,viz.That the Tradition from Father to Son 
is an infallible conveyance of matters of Faith,notwith- 
flanding the Greek Church is charged by you with Er- 
rour which adhered to Tradition. Ee 
If therefore you do own the Infallibility of Tradition 
you have no reaſon to deny that we have any ground of 
certainty, who have a more unqueſtionable Tradition 
ztor the Scriptures, than you can have for your diftin-. 
euiihing Doctrines, or the matters of Controverkie be-: 
tween us. Yet, how can you eſteem your way of 7 rad:- 
ton an infallible conveyance of matters of Faith, when 
you charge the Greek Church with Hereſie, which adhe- 

red to Tradition 2? 


Thus 


[ss 
Thus I leave any Reader to judge, where the appea- 
rance of a contradiction lies. | 

There remains nothing more in either of the Letters 
which I can think requires an Anſwer; unleſs it be that 
I charge Mr. M. with «fing arts to get Mr. T. to fign your 


Copy. Ido confeſs that when he told me Mr. M. had ' 


ſpoken to him that they might meet and compare and 


ſign each-others Copies, without acquainting me with ' 


it, or defiring that Copy which was taken for me, ( and 
was read aloud till the Company roſe) and zhat 
he had faid that T gave out falſe Copies, 1 did look upon 
theſe as Arts ; but if he doth not like this name (nor 
Mr. 7.) I can ſoon find out another. And the matter of 
fact is owned by Mr. 2. in theſe words : Meeting acci- 
dentally with Mr. T. in the ſtreet, I told him Theard you 
complained that Mr. G.'s Papers of the Conference were 
falſe, and therefore I defired him to compare his copy with 


that which was written for Mr. G. that we might ſee whe-' 


ther Mr. G.or his Amanuenſis had dealt fairly or not. Here 
is the very thing confeſſed which I complained of, vz. 
that, without acquainting me with it, he would have 
had Mr. 7. to | —_ compared his Copy with theirs, 
after he confeſſes I had complained that the Copy they 
gave out wts falſe. And if Mr. 7. had complied with 
- this Propoſition, and after comparing had ſigned your 
Copy, what Triumphs had then been made, that Mr. 
7. himſelf had owned your Copy againſt me! And for 
this matter I need not make any zn/inuation, for the thing 
itſelf is clear. The only way for your juſtification had 
been,when you heard of my complaint, to have brought 
or ſent your Copy to me to have examined and compa- 
red it ; but fay ſtill, it was very unjuſtifiable for you 
to give out a Copy for the true account ff the Conte- 
rence, which was never read nor compared, and I think 


I have now made appear to. have been both falſe and 


imperfed, 


And now, having finiſhed the main parts of my An- 
ſwer, I muſt make a Review, that nothing which may 
be thought material may eſcape me. For that is the 
conſtant method of ſome men to cry up what is unan- 
{wered for unanſwerable, although it were only paſſed 
over as not deſerving it. | | 

I did fay in my former Letter, that you took great 
- care in the Conference it felf, to keep me from expect- 
ing any great ingenuity after it. The Author of the 
firit Letter defrres Information what that care was, 1 
am very unwilling to expaſe your methods of mana- 
ging Conferences; but I deſire that Gentleman to 
be preſent at any of them, and he will find fatisfaction 
enough. But Mr, M. as a proof of your fairneſs, inſiſts 
(P. 2.) o# your defire to put things into writing. Will Mr. 
\M.fay that you carried your. felt fairly and ingenuouſly 
as to the manner of the Conference? That you gave 
me no interruptions? uſed no fleering behaviour 2? that 
-you never offered to put things down againſt my ſenſe, 
.nor hindered me in ſetting it down? ' that you 
made no unhandſom refleions in the interlocutory 
part > If Charity beany part of Ingenuity, you ſhewed 
it abundantly : For, when you ſpake of Churches 7» Com- 
munion with Reme,Mr. T. ſaid, What! and all other Chur- 
ches muſt be 7» Gehenna 2 you replied with great Cha- 
rity and Ingenuity, that many a true word was ſpoke in 
jeſt. If you are your ſelf in earneſt, .I pray let us know 
for what reaſon you damn us all? Is it for want of 
certainty iy our Faith 2 That is very far from being pro- 
ved by you. Andif you. could prove it in your way, 
for all that I can ſee, you will damn almoſt all-in the 
Church of Rome as well as all ok of it. For, if this Oral 
Tradition We the only certain way of Faith; and all are 
damn'd who want ſuch certainty, what will become 
of all thoſe in the Church of Rome; who believe as little 
of the 1nfallibility of Oral Tradition as we do? , 

| ut, 
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But, to return to your Ingenuity in the Conference, 1 
obſerve, that Mr. 4. onely mentions this Propoſal of put- 
ting the Conference in Writing, to ſhew your Ingenuity ; 
he faith not a word of it as to your manner of managing 
it. And truly, I then thought he was aſhamed ot it ; 
but whether he were or not, I am ſure he had cauſe for 
it. He confeſſes there was Noiſe, Wrangling, Confufions, 
Taterruptions, Heat, Paſſion, Perſonal reflexions (p.3,9,15.) 
And all this while you were very fair and ingenuous, 
very meek and candid, very ſoft and obliging ; not in 
the leaſt boiſterous, impertinent or provoking. Which 
all, who have been preſent at your Conferences, will 
ſet their hands to. Alas, Sir! How much are you wron- 
ged by being charged with Diſingenuity in the Confe- 
rence? You are onely forced ſometimes to overcome 
your Natural Repugnance to it , as Mr. M. faith he was 
mn writing his Letter to me. 

There is one thing Mr. M. frequently inſiſts upon, 
which I muſt give an Anſwer to ; viz. That I was glad 
to put an end to the firſt Diſpute; 7hat the Iſſue of it 
was ſuch, that you could have no Temptation for forgery 
in the Account of it, which 1s-not greatly for my Credit, 
( p. 9.) That [ was beholding to Mr. T. for breaking it 
off, (p. 2.0.) That I was as little pleaſed with the trae 
Copies as with the falſe ones, (p.23.) That the Confe- 
rence it ſelf was as little to my Satisfation as the worff 
account of it , (p. 25.) Theſe are very fine Inſinuations , 
I muſt not fay Artificial; for Mr. M. will no more like 
a word taken from Arts, than the word it ſelf. If he 
means, that I was very little pleaſed with the-Manner of 
your Conference, I do freely confeſs it ; and none who 
have been preſent at your other Conferences will blame 
me for it. 

But if he thinks that 1 was unſatisfied with the 
Grownds of Certainty which I gave, I utterly deny it. 
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For I ſtill aſſert the ſame thing , and abide by the An- 
{wer T then gave ; - and do {till hold that the aniver/al 
Teſt imony of all Chriſtian Churches is a ſufficient Ground of 
abſolute certainty to us as to the Rule of Faith. And this 
is an Anſwer, I am ſo tully fatisfied in, that neither then 
nor now do I] tear any OvjeAtions againlt it. But I would 
not be drawn off fromthe main Point to another De- 
bate ; and becauſe | reſolved to ſtick there, I thought it 


"moſt reaſonable that Mr. 7. ſhould be yielded to, for 


breaking it oft at the Point in queſtion ; which was nor 
about the true Parts of the Cathoiick Church, but about 
the #rue Ground of Certainty we had for gur Faith. 

And when Mr. 7. declared he had fu!l fatisfa&tion as 
to that, what Reaſon had I to go any farther ? 

As to the trueſt Copies of the Confcrence, T was not 
forward to diſperſe them; not out of any Miſtruſt of 
the Anſwers I gave ; but becauſe they contained onely 
ſhort Heads and General Anſwers ; tor thoſe who deſire 
to-ſee an Account of a Conference, expect to ſee a Re- 
lation of all-that paſſed, or at leaſt of all material Paſſa- 
ges relating to it; and therefore onely a general Repre- 
tentation of it would ſeem dry and jejune, and not an- 
ſwer the expeRation they had of the Relation of a Con- 
ference. But, as to the Matter it ſelf, ſo far as it is tru- 
Iy ſet down ( of which I have now given a fuller Ac- 
count) I do abide by it. And, if my Credi? ſuffer by it, 
I do aſſure you , it 1s not by reaſon of any Objection 
Mr.. M. hath, made againſt it, or any that I foreſee can 
be made. 

Mr. M. chargeth me with d4ifngenuous and unchriſtian 
proceeding toward you, (p. 23.) This 1s a home Charge, 
and mot much indeed for my Credit, it he can in the 
leaſt make it good. But it not, I leave him to judge 
where the di/ingenuous and unchriſtian proceeding lies ; 
and to remember his Application of the Mote and the 
| BEAM, 


BE 4M,(p.15.) Whereon is the heavy Charge groun- 
ded? Why, forfooth, When I heard of falſe and imper- 
feet Copies, I ought to have ſent to you , to know whether 
they were given out by you. What ! When they came 
to my hands from thoſe very Perſons to whom you gave 
them? But, 7 ought to have ſhewn you the Errours of 
them and defired their Amendment. It was, indeed, a 
very likely and hopefull way of vindicating my ſelf. 
When [ knew from the very Perſons to whom you ſpake, 
what Boaſts you had made of your victory ; and what 
Publick Places you had read the Copies in, it was a ve- 
ry probable thing, that it I had ſhewed you the Fallity 
of them , You would have gone to thoſe very Places 
and Perſons and told them, * Gentlemen, I muſt beg all 
* your Pardons, for I communicated falſe Copies to you, 
*and told you idle and lying ſtories about the Confe- 
« rence ; for I have been ſince with Dr. $?. and he hath 
* gemonſtrated to me, that my Copy was not true, 
**although it were my own Copy, and that which I de- 
* hvered to you for very true. Do you. think, Sir, You 
could have overcome your Natural Repugnance ſo much 
as to have yielded to this Methodvot Satisfaftion? If nor, 
when I was aſſured ſo many Copies were diſperſed in 
Tawn and Countrey, which you could not recaſl (if you 
intended it; ) when. I was called upoh time after 'time 
by my Friends; and it was told me, ſomething muſt be 
done towards my vindication; What could I doe more 
proper or effectual than to publiſh that Letter ; which 
ath ſo much provoked Mr. M. as to make him over- 
come his Natural Repugnance, and to appear in Print ? : 
' But yet there' are other Circumſtances which make 
my proceeding neither Ingenuous nor Chriſtian. As that, 
The Letter was publiſhed ſo long after. That ſhews how 
unwilling I was to be: brought to it ; and nothing but 


mere Neceflity could haye. overcome... my Natural. Re = 
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prgnance, in ſuch a Caſe. For, as the Authour of the 
former Letter well obferves, 7 love 7s ſpare my own Pains, 
But I took the opportuvity of your Abſence. Therein My, 
did m& Injury. For, truly Sir, it was perte&tly the fame 
thing to me, whether you were at Loxd. or Weſt-Cheſs. 
Nay, the Argument would hold the other way, if it 
were true, For [ heard of your talking of going to Ch. 
ſoon after the Conference ; and that you told Perſons 
you were ju/# going ; and I did believe you to be. there, 
till I heard of fome other Conferences of yours. F do 
got think my felt bound to enquire after your Stays or 
Removes; but I know how you had done me wrong, 
and therefore Mr. . can have no Reaſon to blame me 
for doing what was neceſſary for my own vindication. 
Mr. M. charges me, (p. 35.) with having too mean an 
Opinion of you, It I be to blame in this, I hope you will 
take Care to rectifie it : but Mr. M. hath not done much 
towards it. However, he takes a notable Advantage , 
2s he thinks, from hence : Ws, faith he, wz/ be contented 
a paſs for Weak and Ignorant ; and I ſhall be obliged to 
fhew by whom you may be protetted from Errour. A very 
well compounded buffhieſs! But what if it be not in my 
Power or any ones ele to make you infaſkble > Did Tever 
promiſe or undertake any ſuch thing > Or ſet up Infalli- 
ble Bills > When I doe fo, then-come to me for ſuch Di- 
yections. We never pretend to make any Perſons Infal- 
lible, but to put them into a certain way to be faved ;: 
which we think is much better. And if men be honeſt 
and ſincere in their Endeavours to know and doe the 
Will of God, we have the Word: of God for it, that they 
are in the certain way to ſalvation ; but- if they could. 
be kept from all Errour and yer not be fincerely Good; 
Can Faith ſave him 2: Jam. 2. 1.4 Bhat doth it profit, my: 
Brethren, h a; man:ſay he hath Faith (even infallt- 
ble Faith ) and have no? Works: Þ have long wonder'di 
"Ip ak 
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#t this kind ef Miflorary Zeal, as Mr. M. ſpeaks, (p.34.) 
againſt Errour, and the want of 1 know not what Tnfabibi- 
tity ; when ſo much lefs Zeal is ſhewed againſt Mens Paſ- 
ſions and Vices ; whereas the Vertues of the Mind and 
of a good Life are far more excellent and uſeſull to Man- 
kind than being kept from Involuntary Errours. But, 
faith Mr. M. It is a maſt wicomfortable thing to be ſhews, 
that you ought nat to truſt your Reaſon, and to be told yu 
exght. In anſwer to this ſuggeſtion I will tell you a 
very comfortable thing, and that is, the allowance 
God makes for Ignorance and Weakneſs. For, if God 
will not charge Involuntary Errours upon us, we may 
think our ſelves as ſafe; as if we were Infallible. What 
Reaſon we have, we ought to make uſe of for the beſt 
purpoſes; but if our Reaſon fail us, the Goodneſs of God: 
will not if we be Sincere. 

Yet Mr. M. cannot get it out of his head, but, tha? 
it is my Task to give ſome diſtinguiſhing Mark for the fin- 
ding out thoſe Chriſtians on whoſe Tradition we may ſafe- 
ly rely fer the Reception of the boly Scriptures. How of- 
ten muſt I repeit it, that it is none of my Task 2 And 
that, if the Teſtimony of all Chriſt! urches be a fuf- 
ficient Ground of Certainty, I have no Reaſon toexamine 
farther > As for Inſtance, ſuppoſe-upon a Lord Mayor's 
Day, I ask of all the ſeveral Liveries and Companies, and 
other People, whether my Lord Mayor be gone by ; and 
they all unanimouſly agree, that he is; have not I rea= 
ſon to be ſatisfied by this a#zwerſal Conſentw? Ay bur, 
Sir, faith Mr. 4 you are ta conſider, that there was a: 
great diverſity in the Companies you. met with ; there: 
was my Zord Mayor's qwn Company, and many beſides,, 
fome whereof had; no Charters confirmed to them, I de= 
fre you to:tell me, which, of the Companies had.Char- 
ters: 2nd which not; for my part, I will believe none: 
but the Teflimony of thaſe; Companies. which, _ 
produce: 
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produce their Charters. But, -fay I, if our Diſpute was 
about gal Companies, you ſay very well; but ſince I 
aim at'no more, than knowing, whether my Lord Ma- 
yor be gone by or not; I think the Teſtimony of them 
all is ſufficient, whether incorporated or not; whether 
they were of the Orange or Blew Regiment, or any other 
People in the Street ; when I find them all to agree in 
the ſame thing, I have no reaſon 'to-queſtion the Cer- 
_ tainty of it. I will not think ſo poorly of your Dnder. 
ſtandings, as to think it needs Application. But I muſt 
think ſo, if yet you think it my Task to find out a di- 
ftinguiſhing Mark between Churches, when the univerſal 
Teſtimony of all Chriſtian Churches is ſufficient for the 
Certainty of our Faith ; which Mr. M. fo often grants 
was the Occaſion and Subject of the Conference. 

And now there is nothing remaining to be anſwered 
-1n Mr. M's Letter to me, but his learned Diſcourſes about 
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Yerbal Conferences and Coffee- Houſes ; which will require 
no long Anſwer from me. _ 

As to Verbal Conferences , they depend ſo: much on 
the Temper, Wer Preſence of Mind, and par- 


ticular skill inWMtroverſie which Perſons have, that 
No certain Rule can be given about them. They may 
doe Good, or Hurt, be Ulſefull or Miſchievous ,' as 
the Perſons and circumſtances are. And it 1s not the 
ſetting down ſome general Heads can prevent the Mit- 
chief of falſe Reports, as I have had too large and 
freſh Experience of it. Which ought to make every 
one more Carefull what ſort of Perſons he meets with 
-upon ſuch Occaſions. I do not ſee , how any Man can 
be ſecure as'to his Reputation after them, if they are 
ſuch as run into Companies, frequent Coffee-houſes , 
and are apt to-boaſt and -to' talk- much of themſelves; 
as that © at ſuch a time, faith one, I:difputed with fuch a . 
« Man and theſe were my Arguments, 'and he gave fuch 
; : trifling 
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«' trifling Anſwers to them, that-I worider he ſhould: 
* have any:Reputation. And'to convince you, look: 
* ye Gentlemen, here are the Notes of ſuch a Con« 
& ference, 'do you mark what a pitifull Anſwer this 
* 1s; and then, when he was required to go farther. 
& he Refuſed, and pretended buſineſs and want of 
* Tine ; ſo that upon the whole Matter, I conclude 
* him to be a Mere Trifler, All this while the Per- 
ſon concerned is at a_ Diſtance, and knows nothing 
of all this; but he is .abuted, and reproached at the 
Mercy of tuch Perſons who Jook on an officious Lie 
as''a Venial {mn ; eſpecially when it 1s thought to 
ſerve a Good Cauſe. And when the injured Perfon 
comes to underſtand how he hath been uigd, he hath 
no way left but to publiſh a Vindication of himſelf; 
and fo Yerbal Conferences, muſt end in Writing Con- 
troverfies;. unleſs ſome eftetual way could be found 
out to prevent mens partial and diſingenuous Repreſen- 
ting them afterwards. There is too great Reaſon to be- 
leve that thoſe who are moſt Impertinent in a Difpute 
will be ſo after it ; and great Talkers are commonly 
great Boaſters; eſpecially when they® hope to recom- 
mend themſelves by their pretended Victories and 
their Mifionary Zeal of diſputing in Coffee- houſes. . 
A thing which Mr. M. obſerves (p. 34.) the Children 


of the Reformation are little acquainted with. 


And I do not like the Mother of theſe Children | 


a' jot the leſs for it. For Religion 1s a grave and 
ſerjons thing and ought to' be treated with a Reſpect 
due to the Concernments of it. I am far from being 
a Friend to any Sedtious, idle, or profane Diſcourſes 
in thoſe places ; but yet methinks it looks very oddly 
to turn Places of Diverſion into Schools of Difputing. 
And if ſuch a Miftonary Zeal prevails, I, ſuppoſe the 
Keepers of thoſe Houſes will give little thanks to the 
EE ONT OY OS. BN Promoters 
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Promoters of it; for Men do not love to Urink their 
warm .liquour in Mood and Figure ; nor to /ace their | 
Coffee with Ge 1troverſies. | 

Mr. M. repreſents me (p. 33.) 4s one that thought it 
a Crime to g- ©- Coffee-houſes. Which is a norable de- 
vice to make ail the Gentlemen who trequent them 
my Enemies. Whereas I onely mentioned your rea- 
ding your Paper in Coffee-houſes , and there boaſting 
of your Conference, wherein he might be ſure I would 
Not be preſent to contradidt him. But this is a di- 
Niinguiſhing Mark of Mr. M's Ingenuity. 

I ſhall menuvn one more, and conclude this Letter, 
Mr. 4. confeſles many Lies are told in Coffte-hogſes, 
(Þ- 33:) and I have ſome Reaſon to_believe him. 

But if, faith he, af Places are to be avoided, where- 
in Lies are told I am afraid Dr. St. would run the 
hazard of being filenced for want of a Pulpit which 
might be ventured on. This is ſuch an obliging Com- 
plement to the London Clergy to compare their Pulpits 
to Coffee-houfes for Lying, that it is beyond my skill to 
return it. But if there be ſo little Truth in our Pulpits 
as Mr. M. ſuggeſts (which I am ſure he can never prove). 
yet the conſtant Loyalty which hath been preached 
there, might have made Mr. MH. a Iutle more civil to. 
chem, than to compare them to Coffee-bouſes.; wherein 
himſelf complains of Seditions , idle and profane Dif- 
coor ſes. 

I am, 


